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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1, In response to communications filed on 12/8/2003, applicant amends claims 12, 42, 55, 
62, 77, 85, 91, and 97. Applicant adds claims 103-106. The following claims 1-106 are 
presented for examination. 

2. The amendments to the drawings, page 3, filed on 12/8/2003 have been considered but 
they are objected to because the amended drawing does not include some of the elements of the 
original drawing such as 131, 132,146, and 147, and as a result the amended figure 1 does not 
include reference signs described on the specification. The amended figure 1 is not consistent 
with the detailed description on the specification. 

2.2 The amendments to the specification, page 2, filed on 12/8/2003 have been considered. 

2.3 Applicant's arguments, page 29, filed on 12/8/2003, with respect to the rejection of 
claims 55 and 62 under 35 USC 1 12 have been fully considered. 

2.4 Applicant's arguments, pages 29-33, filed on 12/8/2003, with respect to the rejection of 
claims 1-14, 16, 19-28, 33-44, 46, 47, and 50-84 under 35 USC 102 (b) have been fully 
considered but are not fixlly persuasive. Regarding claims 1-14, 16, 19-28, 33-44, 46, 47, and 
50-84, Applicant argues that the proxy agent disclosed by Coley et al. does not create a network 
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connection and the proxy agent does not initiate a connection. Examiner respectfully asserts that 
Coley et al. in several embodiments recites the proxy agent "initiates a connection" (see column 
6, lines 41-43; column 7, lines 53-55) just to name a few; the proxy agent "forms a connection" 
(see column 8, hne 66-67) that meets the recitation of creating a connection. Coley et al further 
discloses "the proxy agent opens and therefore manages a port connection" (see column 6, lines 
16-19). However, in response to Applicant's argument about equating the web server to a 
second communications program and Cooley host to second program, Applicant's argument is 
persuasive because Coley et al. discloses a connection to a network element as referring to the 
web server not to the router. Therefore, the proxy agent does create a connection, but not to a 
second communications program as claimed in claim 1 . For this reason, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. The other limitations of the dependent claims disclosed by Coley et al. can still 
apply, as Applicant does not argue them Upon further consideration, a new ground of rejection 
is made in view of another reference. Crichton et al. discloses a proxy capable of create 
connection to both another communications program and a program. Regarding claims 85, 91 
and 97, pages, 33-34, Applicant argues that Crichton et al. fails to teach "first and second 
protocol daemons are capable of creating network connections", which is not claimed, and other 
of the programs. Examiner respectfully asserts that Crichton et al. teaches end server proxy 
capable of opening a connection to a program and opening connection to a middle proxy (see 
column 5, lines 22-24 and lines 32-35 and 42-45), Therefore, Crichton et al. anticipates claims 
85, 91 and 97 as amended and anticipates claims 86-90, 92-96, and 98-102. 
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Applicant's arguments, pages 34, 37-38, filed on 12/8/2003, with respect to the rejection 
of Regarding claims 15, 17, 18, 45, 48- 49 and 29-32, have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. The rejection has been withdrawn because of Coley et al. for the same reasons 
described above. The other Umitations of claims disclosed by Crichton et al. can still apply, as 
Applicant does not argue them. A new ground of rejection is made in view of Crichton et al. 
under 35 U-S.C. 102(b). 

Drawings 

3. Fig. 1 is objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) because it does not 
include the reference signs 131, 132,146, and 147, mentioned in the description on p.2. A 
proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to 
avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 14 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim contains subject matter, which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the appUcation was filed, had possession of the claimed 
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invention. The Applicant fails to recite that the relay program can create a network connection 
as entered in the amendment of claim 12 "said first communications program creates said second 
network connection". The protocol daemon creates program and relay program couples the in- 
bound connection as described by Applicant on page 9, hnes 1-3 and Unes 28-30. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an 
international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and 
(4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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5. 1 Claims 1-106 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent 
6,104,716 to Crichton et aL. 

5.2 As per claim 1, Crichton et aL discloses a method of communicating information 
between a first program and a second program over a network conrq)rising: relaying said 
information between a server and a server end proxy that meets the recitation of said first 
program and a first communications program over a first network connection (see column 10, 
lines 12-13 and 4-5); relaying said information between said server end proxy and another proxy 
that meets the recitation of first communications program and a second communications program 
over a second network connection (see column 10, lines 17-23), wherein said first 
communications program creates said second network connection to said second 
communications program through a first firewall program (see column 10, Unes 17-23), said first 
firewall program prevents access to said first program initiated by said second program (see 
column 10, lines 39-43), and said second network connection is initiated by said first 
communications program (see column 10, lines 17-23); and relaying said information between a 
proxy and a client that meets the recitation of said second communications program and said 
second program over a third network connection (see column 10, lines 17-24 and column 8, lines 
60-67), 

As per claim 2, Crichton et aL discloses the claimed method of claim 1, wherein said 
first program, said first communications program, said second communications program and said 
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first firewall program are executed on a first conputer system (see col. 9, lines 50-56 and lines 
63-67). 

As per claim 3, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 1, wherein said 
second communications program and said second program are executed on a first computer 
system (see col. 9, lines 50-56 and lines 63-67). 

As per claim 4, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 1, wherein said 
first communications program is a protocol daemon (see column 5, hnes 32-45 and column 5, 
lines 54-56) and said second communications program is a relay program (see column 5, lines 
11-12). 

As per claim 5, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 1, wherein 
said first firewall program also prevents access to said first program initiated by said second 
communications program (see column 10, lines 36-41). 

As per claim 6, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 1, wherein 
said first communications program relays said information between said first and said second 
network connections (see column 5, hnes 55-57 and lines 33-35). 

As per claim 7, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 1, wherein said 
second communications program relays said information between said second and said third 
network connections (see column 10, lines 17-24 and column 8, hnes 60-67). 
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As per claim 8, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 1, wherein said 
first program requires said first network connection to be initiated as an in-bound network 
connection relative to said first program (see column 5, lines 22-24 and lines 32-35), said first 
network connection is initiated by said first communications program, and said first network 
connection is in-bound relative to said first program (see colunnn 5, Unes 22-24 and Hnes 32-35), 

As per claim 9, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 1, wherein said 
first firewall program prevents access to said first program by preventing an in-bound network 
connection to said first program (see column 10, Unes 36-41), and said second network 
connection is created as an out-bound network connection from said first communications 
program to said second communications program (see column 10, lines 17-24). 

As per claim 10, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 1, wherein 
said third network connection is created through a second firewall program, said second firewall 
program prevents access to said second program initiated by said second communications 
program (see column 10, lines 25-30), and said third network connection is initiated by said 
second program (see column 5, Unes 49-51). 

As per claim 11, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 10, wherein said 
second firewall program prevents access to said second program by inhibiting an in-bound 
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network connection to said second program said in-bound network connection being in-bound 
relative to said second program (see column 10, lines 25-30). 

As per claim 12, Crichton et aL substantially discloses a method of communicating 
information between a first program and a second program over a network comprising: relaying 
said information between said first program and a first communications program over a first 
network connection, wherein said first program creates said first network connection to said first 
communications program through a first firewall program, said first firewall program prevents 
access to said first program initiated by a second program, and said first network connection is 
initiated by said first program (see column 3, lines 55-66); Crichton et al. also discloses 
relaying said information between said first communications program and said second program 
over a second network connection, wherein said first communications program create said 
second network connection (see column 5, lines 44-45) and (see column 5, lines 22-24 and lines 
32-35). 

As per claim 13, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 12, wherein said 
first program, said first communications program, and said first firewall program are executed on 
a first computer system (see col. 9, hues 50-56 and lines 63-67). 

As per claim 14, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 12, wherein said 
first communications program is a relay program (see column 5, lines 11-12). 
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As per claim 15, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 12, wherein said 
first firewall prevents access to said first program initiated by said first communications program 
(see column 3, lines 55-66). 

As per claim 16, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 12, wherein said 
first firewall program prevents access to said first program by preventing an in-bound network 
connection to said first program and said first network connection is created as an out-bound 
network connection fi*om said first program to said first communications program (see column 3, 
lines 55-66) 

As per claims 17-18, Crichton et aL discloses the limitation of a second network 
connection created fi"om said second program to a first communications program through a 
second firewall program that prevents in-bound access (see column 4, lines 25-30). The 
connection in claims 17-18 is well known in the art and admitted in applicant's figure 1 prior art 
on page 2, lines 1-5. 

As per claims 19 and 22, Crichton et aL discloses a method of communicating 
information over a network comprising: relaying said information between a first program and a 
first communications program over a first network connection wherein said first program 
requires said first network connection to be initiated as an in-bound network connection relative 
to said first program (see column 5, Unes 22-24 and lines 32-35), said first network connection is 
initiated by said first communications program, and said first network connection is in-bound 
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relative to said first program (see column 5, lines 22-24 and lines 32-35). Crichton et al. 
discloses creating connection to program as recited above and discloses relaying information 
between said first communications program and second program (see column 5, lines 22-45). 
Crichton et aL discloses relaying said information between said first communications program 
and a second program over a second network connection, wherein said first communications 
program creates said second network connection to a second program through a first firewall 
program, said first firewall program prevents access to said first program initiated by said second 
program and said second network connection is initiated by said first communications program 
(see column 4, lines 20-67). Crichton et al. further discloses that a proxy is capable of creating 
connection to program as mentioned above, and discloses relaying information between said first 
communications program and second program (see column 5, lines 32-45). 

As per claim 20, Crichton et aL discloses the claimed method of claim 19, wherein said 
first program, said first communications program, said second communications program and said 
first firewall are executed on a first computer system (see col. 9, hnes 50-56 and lines 63-67). 

As per claim 21, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 19, wherein said 
first communications program is a protocol daemon (see column 5, hnes 32-45). 

Claim 23 is similar to claim 1, and further discloses creating a connection between a 
second program and a second communications program (see column 9, lines 1-12). Therefore 
claim 23 is rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 1 . 
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Claims 24-26 are similar to the rejected claims 2-4. Therefore, claims 24-26 are rejected 
on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 2-4. 

Claims 27-28 are similar to the rejected claims 9-10. Therefore, claims 27-28 are 

rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 9-10. 

As per claim 29, Crichton et al. discloses the step of passing said first instance of said 
password flow between communications program and the second program (column 2, lines 28- 
47 and column 5, lines 18-23 see also column 6 line 39 through column 9) and discloses 
communication with two proxies as in figure 9, that meets the recitation of providing said 
second instance of said password to said second program; passing said second instance of said 
password from said second program to said second communications program during creation of 
said third network connection and associating said second connection with said third connection 
using said first and said second instances of said password. 

As per claim 30, Crichton et aL discloses the claimed method of claim 29, wherein said 
passing said first instance of said password further comprises entering information regarding said 
second network regarding said password in a connection Hst maintained by said second 
communications program said first instance of said password being entered in a password entry 
(see column 5, hnes 46-67 and column 6, lines 47-63). See also (column 6 line 39 through 
column 9). 
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As per claims 31-32, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 29, further 
comprises matching said second instance of said password with said password entry in said 
connection list, said password entry containing said password (see column 8, lines 1-16 and 
column 8, lines 24-52); entering information regarding said third network connection in said 
connection list; and associating said second and third connections (column 5, lines 1-16 and lines 
46 et seq.; column 8, lines 24-52; see also claims 4-5). 

Claims 33-35 are similar to the rejected claims 1, 2, and 5 respectively except for 
incorporating the claimed methods into a computer program. Therefore, claims 33-35 are 
rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 1,2, and 5. 

As per claim 36, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 33 wherein said 
first program is executed on a first processor, said first communications program is executed on a 
second processor, said second communications program is executed on a third processor and said 
second program is executed on a fourth processor (see column 9, lines 60-67). 



Claim 37 recites the same Umitation found in the rejected claim 36. 
is rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 36. 



Therefore, claim 37 
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Claims 38-43 are similar to the rejected claims 8-13 respectively except for 
incorporating the claimed methods into a conqDuter program. Therefore, claims 38-43 are 
rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 8-13. 

Claim 44 recites the same limitation found in the rejected claim 37. Therefore, claim 44 
is rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 37. 

Claim 45 recites the same Umitation found in the rejected claim 15. Therefore, claim 44 
is rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 15. 

Claims 46-47 are similar to the rejected claims 14 and 16 respectively. Therefore, 
claims 46-47 are rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 14 and 16. 

Claims 48-49 are similar to the rejected claims 17 and 18 respectively. Therefore, 
claims 46-47 are rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 17 and 18. 

Claims 50-53 are similar to the rejected claims 19-22 respectively except for 
incorporating the claimed methods into a computer program Therefore, claims 50-53 are 
rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 19-22. 

As per claim 54, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 54 a network 
comprising: a first program executed on a first computer; a first firewall program executed on a 
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second computer coupled to said first conqDuter; a second program executed on a third computer 
coupled to said second computer (see figures 1-4)- and a third program executed on a fourth 
computer coupled to said third computer, wherein said first firewall program is configured to 
prevent access to said first program initiated by said third program (see column 3, hnes 40 et 
seq.), said first program is configured to initiate a first network connection to said second 
program through said first firewall program (see column 10, hnes 17-23), and said second 
program and said third program are configured to support a second network connection between 
said second program and said third program (see figures 1-4). 

As per claim 55, Crichton et aL discloses the claimed network of claim 54, wherein said 
first program, said first communications program, and said second program are executed on said 
first computer (see col 9, lines 50-56 and lines 63-67). 

As per claim 56, Crichton et aL discloses the claimed network of claim 54, wherein said 
second program and said third program are executed on said fourth conputer (see figures 1-4). 

As per claim 57, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed network of claim 54, further 
comprising: a second firewall program executed on a fifth computer coupled between said third 
computer and said fourth computer (see figures 1-4) and (see col. 9, lines 50-56 and lines 63-67). 
To one skilled in the art, the addition of a second firewall does not depart fi*om the scope and 
spirit of the invention described by Crichton et aL. 
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As per claim 58, Crichton et aL discloses the claimed network of claim 54, wherein said 
second firewall program is configured to prevent access to said third program initiated by said 
first program (see column 3, lines 40 et seq.), 

As per claim 59, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 54, wherein said 
second firewall program prevents access to said third program by inhibiting an in-bound network 
connection to said third program, said in-bound network connection being in-bound relative to 
said third program (see column 3, lines 40 et seq.), 

As per claim 60, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed network of claim 57. Claim 60 
recites the same concept of firewall that prevents inbound connection of the protected side 
disclosed by Crichton et al. (see claim 54). 

Claim 61 recites the same limitation found in the rejected claim 16. Therefore, claim 61 
is rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 16. 

Claim 62 recites the same Umitation found in the rejected claim 17. Therefore, claim 62 
is rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 17. 

As per claim 63, Crichton et aL discloses the claimed network of claim 54, further 
comprising: a fourth program executed on a fifth conputer coupled to said first computer, 
wherein said first program is configured to initiate a third network connection to said fourth 
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program, said third network connection being in bound relative to said foxirth program, and said 
fourth program is configured to require said third network connection to be initiated as an 
in-bound network connection relative to said fourth program (see figures 1-4 and claim 8). To 
one skilled in the art, the addition of another computer and another program does not depart from 
the scope and spirit of the invention described by Crichton et aL (see col. 9, lines 50-56 and 
lines 63-67). 

Claims 64 and 65 recite the same limitation found in the rejected claim 60. Therefore, 
claims 64 and 65 are rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 60. 

Claims 66, 67, and 68 recite the same limitation found respectively in the rejected claims 
16, 10, and 59. Therefore, claims 66, 67, and 68 are rejected on the same rationale as the 
rejection of claims 16, 10, and 59. 

As per claims 69-70, claim 69 some of the limitations of claim 54 and adds said second 
program is configured to initiate a second network connection to said first program, said second 
network connection being in-bound relative to said first program said first program is configured 
to initiate a first network connection to said second program through said first firewall program 
(see figure 2) disclosed by Crichton et al.. 

Claim 71 recites the same Umitation found in the rejected claim 22 and claim 60. 
Therefore, claim 71 is rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 60. 
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Claims 72 and 75 recite the same limitation found in the rejected claim 60. Therefore, 
claims 72 and 75 are rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 60. 

Claims 73 and 74 recite the same limitation found in the rejected claims 19 and 21 . 
Therefore, claims 73 and 74 are rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 19 and 
21. 

Claim 76 recites the same limitation found in the rejected claim 2. Therefore, claim 76 
is rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 2. 

Claim 77 is similar to the rejected claim 73 except for incorporating the claimed methods 
into a computer system comprising a processor, computer readable medium coupled to said 
processor, and computer code, encoded in said computer readable medium. Therefore, claim 77 
is rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 73. 

Claims 78-79 are similar to the rejected claims 74 and 75 respectively. Therefore, 
claims 78-79 are rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 74 and 75. 

As per claim 80, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed system of claim 77, Claim 80 
recites the same limitation found in claim 77. Therefore, claim 80 is rejected on the same 
rationale as the rejected claim 77. 
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Claims 81-83 are similar to the rejected claims 73-75 respectively except for 
incorporating the claimed methods into a computer program Therefore, claims 81-83 are 
rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 73-75, 

As per claim 84, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed program of claim 81, wherein 
said first, second, and said third sets of instructions are executed on a single computer system 
(see col. 9, lines 50-56 and lines 63-67). 

As per claim 85, Crichton et aL discloses a method of communicating information 
between a first program and a second program over a network comprising: creating a first 
out-bound network connection between said first program and a first communications program 
through a first firewall program, wherein said first out-bound network connection is created by a 
protocol daemon that creates a first network connection and a second network connection, said 
first network connection is between said first program and said first protocol daemon, and is in- 
bound to said first program (see column 5, lines 22-24 and lines 32-35), said second network 
connection is between said first protocol daemon and first communications program and is out- 
bound to said first protocol daemon (see column 5, lines 22-24 and lines 32-35), said first 
out-bound network connection is out-bound relative to said first program (see column 5, lines 
22-24 and lines 32-35), and said first firewall program prevents in-bound access to said first 
program (see column 10, lines 39-43); and creating a second out-bound network connection 
between said second program and said first communications program through a second firewall 
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program (see figure 4), wherein said second out-bound network connection is created by a 
protocol daemon that creates a third network connection and a fourth network connection (see 
column 10, lines 1 5-28) and Crichton et al. clearly discloses a proxy capable of creating two 
connections (see column 5, lines 22-24 and lines 32-35 and 42-45), said third network 
connection is between said second program and said second protocol daemon, and is in-bound to 
said second program (see column 5, lines 22-24 and lines 32-35), said fourth network connection 
is between said second protocol daemon and first communications program and is out-bound to 
said second protocol daemon (see column 5, lines 49-53), see column 10, lines 15-28) and 
Crichton et al. clearly discloses a proxy capable of creating two connections (see column 5, 
lines 22-24 and lines 32-35 and 42-45) and multiple proxy connections (see column 8, lines 54- 
59) said second out-bound network connection is out-bound relative to said second program, and 
said second firewall program prevents in-bound access to said second program and relaying said 
information between said first out-bound network connection and said second out-bound 
network connection, said relaying performed by said first communications program (see figure 
4). 

As per claim 86, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 85, wherein said 
first communications program is a relay program (see column 5, lines 11-16). 

As per claims 87-88, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 85, further 
comprising: creating a third out-bound network connection fi-om said first program to a third 
program (see col. 9, hues 50-56 and lines 63-67 and figures 1-3). To one skilled in the art, the 
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addition of a second firewall does not depart from the scope and spirit of the invention described 
by C rich ton et al.. 

As per claim 89, Crichton et al. discloses the claimed method of claim 85, wherein said 
first program, said first communications program and said first firewall program are executed on 
a first computer system (see col. 9, lines 50-56 and lines 63-67). 

As per claim 90, Crichton et aL discloses the claimed method of claim 85, wherein said 
second program, said first communications program and said second firewall program are 
executed on a first computer system (see col 9, Unes 50-56 and lines 63-67). 

Claims 91-96 are similar to the rejected claims 85-90 except for incorporating the 
claimed methods into a computer system comprising a processor, con^uter readable medium 
coupled to said processor, and computer code, encoded in said computer readable mediunx 
Therefore, claims 91-96 are rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 85-90. 

Claims 97-102 are similar to the rejected claims 85-90 except for incorporating the 
claimed methods into a program product encoded in computer readable media. Therefore, 
claims 97-102 are rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 85-90. 

As per claim 103, claim 103 recites the same limitation found in claims 23 and 29 and 
therefore claim 103 is rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 23 and 29. 
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Claims 104-106 are similar to the rejected claims 30-32 respectively and are rejected on 
the same rationale as the rejection of claims 30-32. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time poUcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

6. 1 The prior art made of record and not rehed upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. US Patent 6,473,406 Coile et al. 

This patent pertains to a transparent proxy that creates connection to programs and relays 
information. Many of the claimed features, i.e. creating connections to programs, relaying 
information, proxy list, etc. are disclosed in this reference. 
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b. US Patent Publication 



US 2002/0004847 



Tanno 



This patent pertains to a remote operation service between devices equipped with a 
firewall. Many of the claimed features, i.e. creating connections to computers, relaying 
information, password authentication, various physical connection, etc. are disclosed in this 
reference. 

6.2 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carl Colin whose telephone number is 703-305-0355. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday and every other Friday, 8:00- 
6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 703-305-9648. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Carl Cohn 
Patent Examiner 
March 5, 2004 



